1 * 
RIGHTEOUSNESS 
enn 18 Ps. in Wiens Dayna i 
a Stated, \ Vindicated, and Proved. 4 155 5 


. | 


4 


% 


That the tad of Chriſt, and Ban- Rege bn; wes 
inſeparably connected together; and that there is no 


real Difference between the Baptiſts Notion of Chriſt's 
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: ur common Faith of Caluinifts, Avmins. 
ant, Baxterians, &c: is, that Chriſt fulfilled 
% all Righteouſneſs, by fulfilling the Law 
of Moſes and the Prophets. And in parti- 
eulen they unitedly maintain, that the Law or Ordi. 
nance of John's Baptifm, is a Branch, or Precept, in the 
Law of Moſes, and as ſuch our Lord fulfilled Righteouſ- 
neſs by his Obedience to that Ordinance, but this the 
Baptiſts deny, for while they make a great Stir and 
Noiſe about Righteouſneſs, Righteouſneſs, and fulfilling 
all Righteoufneſs in Baptiſm, after the Example of 
Chriſt, they do not mean the fame Thing as we do 
| about the Term, but quite another Thing. We be- 
eve, as above, that the Righteouſneſs of Chrift in this, 
conſiſted in his Obedience to the Law of Moſes, and it 
Is impoffible it ſhould be any Thing elſe, becauſe he 
never was under any other Law, Gal. iv. 4. But they 
ſay, the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, in this, conſiſted in his 
to a new Law, ſpecifically different from the 
Law of Moſes, or the Law of Innocency, becauſe the 
Law of Moſes takes in Children, but their new, imagi- 
nary Law excludes them, ſo that their Notion of Righ- 
teouſneſs in this, differs from the Seripture - Doctrine of 
| 3 eſſentially and agrees with the Scripture- 
| A2 Doctrine 
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| Dodrine of Sin and Wickedneſs, for the Phariſees ſin- 
ned, by doing that which is not commanded in the Law 
of Moſes, Mark vii. 18. Becauſe they tranſgreſſed that 
Law, thou ſhalt not ddd, Deut. iv. 2. This alfo was the 
Sin of Nadab and Abibu, Levit. x. 1. And the" Baptifts 
conſtantly. affirm; that Jeſus Chriſt fulfiled Righteouſ- 
neſs in Water-Baptiſm, by doing that which is not com- 
manded in the Law of Moſes. * Where then is the Dif- 
ference between their Notion, of Righteouſneſs, and the 
Seripture· Doctrine of Sin and Wickedneſs ?* Are not 
theſe blind Guides, then, who put no Difference be- 
tween the holy, and profane, the clean, and the unclean, 
the holy, pure, and clean Righteouſneſs of Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the unclean, profane, and filth y Abomination of 
Nattab, Abihu, and the Phariſees ? So that wle they 


trouble and divide the Church, with the Outcry of 


Righteouſneſs, Righteouſneſs, fulfilling all Righteouſ- 
neſs, I ſay, while they have Righteouſneſs in their 
Mouths, they fulfil Wickedneſs with their Hands, Ac- 
cording to that Word, they profeſs that they know God, 
but in Works they deny him, Tit. i. 16. But their great 
Sin in this is now made manifeſt, by the Word of the 
ever bleſſed God, and the united Faith of all-Chriſtians ; 
for by theſe Witneſſes we have proved againſt them, 
(1.) That the Law, or Ordinance of John's Baptiſm is 
contained in the Law of Moſer, and not a new Law, 
as they imagine, (2.) 'That as ſuch, Jeſus our Lord 
fulfilled Righteouſneſs, by his 3 21 in being bap- 
tized of Fobn, (3.) And of Conſequence, that Infants 
are the Subjects of Baptiſm, becauſe Things revealed i in 
che Law belong to Children. Deut. xxix. 29. Yea we 
| have ſeen in the Word of God, an Example of Thi 
two Thouſand Gentile Children, added to the Tr 
of Chriſt, among the Jews, at one Time by Water- 
Barum. So that the Baptiſts muſt now either confeſs, 
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one of theſe two, 1 ſay, they muſt do, for all Men muſt 
allow, that the Law, or Ordinance of Fohn's Baptiſm, 
is either contained in the Law of Moſes, or an Addition 
to the Law, it muſt be, either in the Law, or out of 
the Law ; if they ſay it is in the Law of Moſes, then In- 
fants are the Subjects, becauſe Things revealed in the 
Law belong to us, and our Children for ever, Deut. xxix. 
29. But if they ſay it is an Addition to the Law, then 
they deny Chriſt by making him a Tranſgreſſor of the 
Law, for: it is written, thou ſhalt not add, Deut. iv. 2. 

Thus it appears, that Infants Right to Baptiſm, and the 
ſpotleſs, pure, and holy Righteouſneſs of our Lord Je- 
| ſus Chriſt, are inſeparably connected together; theſe 
Things we have in our Work more fully proved ; and 
if any Man will do the Will of God, he ſhall know of the 
Doctrine whether it be of God, or whether I ſpeak of my- 
elf John vii. 17. But if any Man refuſe to do the Will 
. of God, and chooſe to be ignorant, let him be ignorant, 

1 Cor. xiv. 38. His Blood will be upon his own Head, 1 

am clean. Act. xviũ. . | | | 
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RIGHTEOVSNESS. 
. 


cu IST ; in Warza-Barriou, 


' Hated, Vindicated, and Proved. 


HERE has been much fad about fulfilling 
all Righteouſneſs, in being baptiſed after the 
Example of Jeſus Chriſt, but ſurely it is not 
| ſaying, or thinking that we fulfil Righteouſ- 
neſs, that will prove us right in what we do 3 for it is 
maniſeſt the Mind of Man is ſo dark, and unable, in this 
preſent State, to judge of Righteouſneſs, that he fre- 
quently. calls Evi Good, and Good Evil, takes that for 
Righteouſneſs which is Wickedneſs, Iſa. v, 20, — Paul, be- 
fore” his Converſion, thought he fulfilled Ri 
in perſecuting the Saints, Act. xxvi. 9. The Papiſts 


| thjnk-chey fulkl Rightcouſneſs is murdering che Saints, 


according to our Lord's Word, Jabs xvi. 1, 2. No 
Doubt but Peter thought he fulfilled Righteouſneſs 
_ when he rebuked his Maſter, Mat. &vi. 22. and Peter 
en Jobe, no Doubt, thought it Righteouſneſs to have 
_ the Samaritans conſunied with Fire, Luke ix. 54. And 

more Inſtances of this Nature we mention, = 
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which: is the Trauſgreſſon of the Laws. 1 
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bergie it is manifeſt, that good Men, even 5 W 
Diteiples of Jeſus Chriſt, have been miſtakeri, and haye 
taken Wickedneſs for Righteouſtigſs, Therefore it be- 
hoves us to enquire, what it is to fulfil all Righteouſneſs 
in Baptiſm, and to that End we ſhall enquire, Fire, 
What Righteouſneſs is. Righteonſneſs then, when Man 


is the Subject, is nothing elſe but Obedience to the di- 
vine Law, Dex. vi. 28. So thaf there can be no Righ- | 
teouſneſs in Mens Acts of divine Worſhip, where 
there is no Law. Therefore the Ordinance of John's 
Baptiſm is a divine Law, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt, and Fohn 
the Baptiſt, fulfilled Righteouſneſs by their mutual Obe 
dience to that Ordinance, "at. iii. 15. Moreover, 
Rig hteouſneſs is the direct oppoſite to Wickedneſs, 
John iii. 4. 
Therefore the Ordinance of John's Baptiſm is a divine 


Law, becauſe the Phariſees ſinned in not bei baptiſed, 
Luke vii. 30. ( They deſpiſed the Cot of God ; 


that is, the Ordinance of Baptiſm.” Dr. Gille Com. 


N. T. Thus far we agree with the Baptiſts, that the 


Ordinance of Baptiſm is the Command of God, or a. 


divine Law; and that to fulfil Righteouſneſs is Qbe- 


_ -dience to the Law of God. But the Queſtion is, 
Where is this Law ? Is it contained in the Law of 


Aofes and the Prophets, or is it a new Law ? If it be 
contained in the Law of Moſes, then Children are the 


Subjects, becauſe Things revealed in the Law: belt te 


Children, Deut. xxix; 29. But if it be a new Law, how 
could Chriſt fulfil Righteouſneſs by his Obedience to it, 


more than is commanded in that Law, as it is written, 


thou ſhalt nat add ? Deut. iv. 2. Or how could the Pha» 

FTriſees ſin in not obtying a new Law? Lale vii. 30. Here 
noyx lies the turning Point of the Conttoyerſy, between the 

Baptiſts and us. A late Author, Mr. James Rutherford, 


ſaxs, I belieye it can never be proved, nor do the Pæda- 


Yang | 


ſeeing he was bound, by the. Law of Moſes, not td do 


„ tive Law, (4 e. the Law of Moſes,) &c. but is purely 
4 a New Teſtament Appointment, Cc. and if fo, it is 
( evident our Lord left this for an Example, with a De- 
« ſn thut toe ſhould follow his Steps, p. 22. This 
Author, having admitted this falſe Concluſion, or Hy- 
potheſis, (via.) That the Ordinance of Jobn's Baptiſm 
is a new Law, it has run him into very great.Errors. 
(1.) That Chriſt fulfilled Righteouſneſs by his Obedience 
p pang Law. (z.) ** That this new Law is eſſential 
to the Goſpel-Diſpenſation, p. 23. (3.) That we en- 
joy Juſtification of Life in this figurative Fountain, 
4 p. 64. (4.) That it is a Queſtion with bim, whether 
„any Chriſtian Duty be more ſolemn and — 
$5 That this new Law is Part of the Faith once delivered to 

. the Sainti, p. 36. (5.) That to change or depart from 

this new Law, is attended with a devouring Curſe, 
„ Mourning and Deſolation, fa. xxiv. 4, 5, 6, p. 17. 
« (6;) And he ventures to aver, that Chriſt will be 
ti aſhamed of ſuch, according to Mart viii. 68.7 
Theſe, and ſuch like falſe Opinions, are the Gifspring 
of our Author's falſe Hypotheſis ; but, in direct Oppo- 
ſition to this Author, 1 believe it can be proved, and the 
Pædo- Baptiſts do affirin, that the Law, or Qrdinance of 
Fobn's Baptiſm, belongs to the Law of Maſes, and if ſo, 
our Lord has ſet us an Example, not to obey a new 
Law, but the Law of Moſes. This I ſhall prove by the 
Word of God, and the Writings of the Pædo- Baptiſts, 
But before 4 do this, it may not be amiſs to obſerve; 
that this Author is not ſingular in his Opinion about 
_ Folbu's Baptiſm being a new Law. For Mr, Ewer 
ſays; ** As Moſes appointed what Ordinances ſhould be 

| i obſerved; and by whom, as under the legal Diſpenſa- 
— y pgoins Sow Ordinances of Wor- 
hip, p. 160. and what are new Ordinances, but 


_ 6 aboliſhed,” and the Covenant of Grace eſtabliſhed im 
N oa of it, . of the Church's 
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new Laws. Again he ſays, The Sinai Covenant is : f 4 
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| whieh'/is written in the New Teſtament, is the Goſpel 
Ordinance of Baptiſm onyy. Whether this Doctrine 


+ Baptiſm being a new Law z but how do theſe Mon 
| prove, that the Ordinance of Fohr's Baptiſm is not con- 
tained in the Law of Moſer, but a new Jaw 2 - Why, 


( RE, y 


Obedience, p. 15. Now obſerve, (I.) That which 
a Rule of Obedience is a Law. (2.) This Author 


calls this Rule of Obedience, or Law, the Covenant of 
Grace. (3.) That the Sinai Law, or Covenant, is abo - 
liſhed, or deſtroyed, to make Room for this new Law, 
or Rule, which this Author calls the Covenant of Grace, 


So then theſe Men's Covenant of Grace, is only a new 


Law. — Well, but where ſhall we find this new Cove- 
nant of Grace, or new Law Our Author ſays, in the 
New Teſtament. His Words are, „ The Books writ- 
4 ten before and ſince the Coming of Chriſt, are called 
the Old and New Teſtament, they may likewiſe, 
£ without Abſurdity, be conceived as the Old and New 
«« Covenant; as the former more fully reveal the Old 
Covenant, and the latter the New z and as the poſi- 
« tive Duties enjoyned under the Old Covenant are de- 


* livered in thoſe Books, and the Ordinances depending 


4 on poſitive Inſtitution in theſe. T bat Baptiſm is ſuch 
« an Hudinance as ſolely depends on luſtitution. is 
„ granted by all; the Waſhings enjoined in the Old 


 « Teſtament being now aboliſhed, among the reſt of 


« the legal Ceremonies, and the Goſpel Ordinance of 


« Baptiſm only appointed in the New, p. 65, Ewer a» 


 gainſt Hitchen, recommended by Thomas Marſam.—Jamei 


Harding, — Jobe Ward. -— Matthew Dutten, —» Richard 


| Carter, — Anthony Burges, — Thomas, Aldridge. Thus 


we ſee, this new. Covenant of (Grace, or new Law, 


be agreeable to Truth, or not, I leave to the Wile to 


judge; toy Deſign was to ſhew, that Mr, Rutherford 


is not fingular in his Notion about. the Qrdinance. of 


they. ſay, it is ſo ; they give ys their own Ward for it, Is 


| that good Proof? Well, foraſmuch as I knows, that the 
| KS n Ne 
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Ordinance, or Law, of abus Baptiſm, — in 
the Law of Maſes, therefore I believe, that it can be 
proved, by God's Word, and the Pædo- Baptiſts do 
afficm the ſame, as I ſhall make appear by their own 
Writings; againſt my Author. But let it firſt be ob» 
ſerved, that the Law, or Ordinance, of Jobn's Baptiſm, 
was not given by Chriſt, when upon Earth incarnate, ' 
This is evident, (.) Becauſe John the Baptiſt fulfilled 
Righteouſneſs in baptiſing with Water, before our Lord 
eſus Chriſt entred upon his perfonal Miniſtry upon 

th, Mat. ili. 5, 6, 15. (2.) Thoſe who were bap- 
tired of him, fulfilled Righteouſneſs in being baptized by 

him, Lule vii. 29. See Dr, Gi/*s Comment. on the 
Place. (3.) The Phariſees and Lawyers finned againſt 
God, in not being baptized of John, Luke vii. 30. 
Therefore the Law, or Ordinance of Baptiſm; was 
made before Chriſt entred upon his perſonal Miniftry on 
Earth, for it was impoſſible for Jahn, and thoſe who 
were baptized by him, to fulſil Righteouſneſs but by 
their Obedience. to a Law, becauſe Righteouſneſs. in 
Men's Acts of Worlhip, is nothing elſe but Obedience 
to the Law of God, Deut. vi. 25. Neither could the 


Pboriſeas haue ſinned in not being baptized, if there 


had not been a Law, becauſe Sin is nothing elſe but 
the Tranſgreſlion of God's Law, 1 John iii. 4. Theſe 
| g3 conſidered, it it manifeſt, that the Law, or Or- 
dinance of Zoby's Baptiſm, was made before Chriſt en- 
tred upon his perſonal Miniſtry. © Therefore it was not 
a new Law, given by Chriſt after his Iearnation, © If 
this do not fully ſatisfy, for Proof of this Point, read 
and conſider, Jahn l 30, 31, 33 Ad xii. 24: I'come 
now. to prove, that the Law, or Ordinance: of 


Baptiſm js contained in en een not n 


new Law. 


. Becauſe | Fahy the Baptiſt; and the Sonia 
dees by him fulfilled Righteouſneſe by their mutual 
| e to the * or Ordinance of Baptiſm, 
39 | *. 


— 


1 
Mar. n. 15. This my Author conſeſſes, his Words 
are, It is plain that the Subject, as well as the Admi- 
6 niſtrator, is equally concerned in fulfilling Righteouf- 
“ neſs,” p. 22. But the Whole, and every Part of 
Righteouſneſs, which John the Baptiſt, or the Fes, 
could, or did fulfil, was nothing elſe, but Obedience to 


the Law of Moſes, as it is written, and it Hall be our 


Righteouſneſs, if we obſerve to do all theſe Commandments 
before the Lord our Gad, as he hath commanded us, Deut. 
vi. 25. Therefore the Ordinance, or Law of Baptiſm, 
is contained in the Laws of Maes, for if: Jobn had done 
that which is not commanded in the Law of Hoſes, it 
would. not have been Righteouſneſs, but Wickedneſs, 
becauſe it is written, thou ſhalt not add, Deut iv. 2. 
II. The Law of Baptiſm is contained in the Laws of 
HMaſes, &c. becauſe the Phariſees and Lawyers, who 
were under the Law of Moſes, finned in not being bap- 
tized cf John, Luke vii. 30. But all the Sin which the 
Phariſees and Lawyers were guilty of, was the Tranf- 
greſſion of the Law of Moſes, for they had no other 
Law, and where there is fo Law there is no Tranſz greſfion, 
Rom. iv. 15. But if the Baptiſm of John had been a new 
Law, it would not have been the Sin, but the Duty of the 
Phariſees, not to ſubmit to it, becauſe God commanded 
them, by Moſes, not to do any Thing in his Worſhip, 
which was not in the Law, as it is wtitten, thou ſhalt 
not ada, Deut. iv. 2. The Right of Believers them - 
*« ſelves to Baptiſm, c. always was, and ever muſt be, 
$f a poſitive Command of God, or an external Cove- 
te nant, p. 33. Brine's Vind. of the Baptiſts. This is 
Truth; but does not this Author, and all the Baptiſts 
know, in their own Conſeiences, that the Jruu, before 
he Coming of Chriſt, had no poſitive Command from 


God, or external Covenant, but the Law of Moſes u 


the. Prophets.” Therefore their Notion of Fobr's Baptiſm, 
„ eee e 19 is repugnant = 
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Mr. Barter, whoſe new Law theſe Men do juſtly op- 
poſe, is ſounder in this Point than they are. He ſays, 
« a believing 7ew being juſtified by Faith, in the pro- 
« miſed Seed, was to obey Moſei's Law ſincerely, as 
« his material Obedience to God his Redeemer.” p. 50. 
his Breviate of the Doctrine of Juſtification, + 
III. The Law or Ordinance of John's Baptiſm, is 
ane in the Laws of Moſes, and not a new Law, 
becauſe the Man Jeſus Chriſt fulfilled Righteouſneſs, by 
his Obedience to the Law of Jobn's Baptiſm, as it is 
written, Suffer it to be ſo now, for thus it becometh us to 
Fulfil all Righteouſneſs. Mat. iii. 15. But the whole, 
and every part of the Righteouſneſs, which the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus, by his Obedience fulfilled, was nothing 
more, nor nothing leſs, than the Righteouſneſs of the 
Law of Moſes and the Prophets. Mat. v. 17, 18, 19. 
Rom, viii. 3, . Ch. x. 4. Iſa. xlii. 21, Pſal. xl. 7, 8, 
9. Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt was under the Law of Mo- 
ſes, as a Covenant of Works, Gal. iv; 4. Therefore 
his Obedience could not be more than mmm 
ed, becauſe it is written, thou ſbalt not add, Deut. iv. 2. 
Ch. xii. 32. Prov. xxx. 6. nor his Obedience or 
Righteouſneſs, could not be leſs than the Law required, 
if it was perfect, becauſe. it is written, thou ſhalt not 
diminiſh, Deut. iv. 2. But it was all that, and that only, 
which the Law requires and commands, as it is writ- 
ten, and it ſhall be our Righteouſneſs, if we obſerve to de 
all theſe Commandments, before the Lord our God, as he 
hath commanded as. Deut. vi. 25. The Man Joſus 
_ Chriſt was in all things, perfectly obedient to this Law; 
therefore the Law or Ordinance of John's Baptiſm, is 
_ contained in the Laws of Moſes, and not a new Law. 

IV. The Law or Ordinance of John's Baptiſm, a 


were pry the Laws of Moſes, and not a new Law, 7 | | 


+ becauſe our Lord Jeſus Chriſt did no: Sin, neither was 
.  guile found in his Mouth, 1 Pet. ii. 22. but the only reafon 
nt ee 
8 2 


n 


«© under the Law on our Account, to redeem us from 
« jt, he was perfectly conformable to it, in his Heart 


« and Conduct.“ p. 11. Brine againſt Sandyman, True, 


but how could the Man Chriſt Jeſus, be conformable 


to the Law in his Conduct, if Job's Baptiſi be not 

contained in the Law, ſeeing it is written hon ſhalt 
not add, Deut. iv. 2. For whoſoever ſhall keop tho whole 
Law, and yet offend in one Point, he 'is guilty of all. 


Jam. ii. 10. That is, he that breaks any one-condi- - 


tion of a Covenant, which may conſiſt of many; 


« though he does not violate every Condition, yet he 


« breaks the whole Covenant. $0 he that tranſgreſſes 
«in any one Point of the Law, breaks the whole; 
« commits Sin, &c.” Dr. Gill's Comment. on the N. 
T. True, but one Condition of the Covenant Feſus 
Chri/i was under, was this, he was not to do mote in 
the Worſhip of God, than was commanded in the Co- 


venant, as it is written, thou ſhalt not add, Deut. iv. 2. 


But Nadab and Abibu broke this Condition, by doing 
that which was not commanded, Lev. x. 1. The Pha- 


riſes alſo broke this Condition, by their new Laws of 
Baptiſms. Mart vii. 1 —— 8. And if the Law of 
John's Baptiſm, had not been contained in the Laws 


of Moſes, where can there be any Difference between 


Cbriſ and theſe wicked Men, ſeeing they were all uu- 


der the ſame Law? But Jeſus Chriſt was not a Sin- 


ner, did not do that in the Worſhip of God, which is 
not commanded in the Law of Moſes ; therefore the 


Law of John's Baptiſm is contained in the Laws of Mo- 


en and not a bew Law. But as to my Author's op- 
mon, that John's Baptiſm is not a Branch of the Law 


of Moſes, but a new Law, it is a fundamental Error; 


pecauſe it makes Chriſt the Acter of Sin, and in this 
he ignorantly joins with the infidel "Zews, ' who falſly 
_ Faid, we tow that this Man is @ Sinner, John ix. 24- 


That Man which is under the Law of Moſer as a Cos 
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of God not commanded in that Covenant, is a Sinner, 
becauſe it is written, thou ſhalt not add. Deut. iv. 2. Ch. 
xii 32+ Prov. xxx. 6. But all found Proteſtants main- 
tain, that Jeſus Chriſt was under the Law of Moſes 2s 
a Covenant of Works. And my Author Jams Ru- 
therford, ignorantly affirms, that John's Baptiſm is not 
contained in the Law of Moſes; and of Conſequence, 
that Jeſus Chriſt did that in the Worſhip of God, which 
is not commanded in the Law, therefore he ignorantly 
joins with the Fews, who ſaid, Chriſt was 4 Sinner. 
Thus this Author and ſuch like, under the Name and 
| Nation of Righteouſneſs, labour to promote Wick- 
| edneſs. Yea, labour to prove the wicked Charge of the 
Jews againſt Chriſt, we know that this Man is a Sinner. 
John ix. 24+ If any Man in the Face of this Evidence 
Rill ſay I wrong them, I defire ſuch to try any of the 
Baptiſt Teachers, with this Queſtion, Was the Man 
Jeſus Chriſt obedient to the Law of Moſer, or was he 
diſobedient when baptized of 7obn? One of theſe he 
muſt be, becauſe he was under the Law as a Covenant 
of Works. Diſobedient they dare not confeſs, and if 
they ſay he was obedient to the Law, then the Ordi- 
nance of John's Baptiſm, is contained in the Laws of 


Maſes, and of Conſequence Children are the Subjects, 


becauſe it is written, thoſe things which are revealed, Be- 
lung unto us and our Children for ever, that we may do 
all the Wards of this Law. Deut. xxix. 29. But will 
any Baptiſt confeſs this ? What then will they anſwer 
to the Queſtion ? Will they ſay as the chief Prieſts did, 
we canner tell. Mat. xxi. 27. If ſo, are ſuch ignorant 
Men fit for Teachers, that do not know Good from 

Evil ? "Heb. v. 12, 13, 14. Surely their ignorant Out- 
ery of Righteouſneſs, Righteouſneſs, Righteouſneſs, 
will never do good to Souls, except they tell them what 
Righteouſneſs is. But how can theſe Men tell what the 
Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is, if they do not know whe- 
ther our Lord Jefus Chriſt was obedient or diſobedient 
VEL . 1 | to 


„ 
to the Law of Moſes, in being baptized of 7b 
Again, let me aſk theſe Men, how they expect to be 
juſtified before God. My Author ſays, *-Chriſt-as our 
«« Surety and Subſtitute fulfilled that Righteouſnefs which 
4 is the e and Ground of our Juſtification before 
„ God. p. 22.” True, but what is this Righteouſneſs 
which Chriſt fulfilled? © It is called the/Righteouſneſs 
« of the Law. Rom, viii. 4, Ec. Chriſt's s Righteouineſs 
© may be truly called a legal Righteouſneſs, it is what the 
« Law requires and demands, and it is every Way com- 
i menſurate to it, it is a compleat Conformity to alt its 
* Precepts.” p. 29. Dr Gill's Serm. on Juſtification, 
True, but how can the Obedience or Righteouſneſs of 
Chriſt, be a compleat Conformity' to all the Precepts of 
the Law, if Fobn' s Baptiſm be not contained in the 
Law, ſeeing it is written, thou Halt not add. Deut. iv. 
2. Here the Baptiſts Mouths are ſtopped : —— here 
they are like the Man without the wedding Garment, 
— ſpeechleſs. And how they will make their Doctrine 
about the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, -and their corrupt 
Notions of Jobn's Baptiſm, hang together at the Day 
of Judgment, it behoves them immediately to lay to 
Heart. For Men to ſay, that Chriſt was perfectly obe · 
dient to the Law of doſes, and then to affirm, that He 
did that as Man, which is not commanded in the Law, 
is a plain Contradiction, and a manifeſt Teſtimony, that 
they are ignorant of the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt 5 for the 
very Nature, and Eſſence of perfect Obedience to the 
Law of Meſes is this, that a Man muſt neither do more, 
nor leſs, than that which is commanded in the Law, Deut. 
iv. 2. Ch. xii. 32. My Author ſpeaking of the Bap - 
tiſm of John, ſays, that the Pedo-Baptiſts,do not pre- 
tend that it belonged to the Law of Moſes. p. 22, This 
is a manifeſt Falſhood, for many of the Pedo-Baptiſts 
affirm the contrary ; and I never in all the Courſe of 
my Reading and Study on this Point, met with one Pe- 
do-Baptiſt, (Ok 0a of this Author's Mind. But the 
contrary 
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| gk "7s "manifelt, Dr. ' Ridgely ds from Dr. 

Lightfoot, © that Baptiſm was well enough known to | 
_ * «the Jews, as practiſed by them under the ceremonial p 
„La, Ke. That both John and Chrift took up vap- 
e til as they found it, in the Fewwihh Church.“ p. 413. 
414. Dr. Ridgeley's Body of Divinity. Again, 3 5 
5 ret ſays, „It is not to be denied, that Chriſt bor- 
owed that Sacrament from the Cuſtom of the Jewiſh 


«Nation, He obſerves, that many learned Writers are 


«c of this Opinion, (viz.) Scaliger, Ludov, Capellus, Bux- 
. torf, "Selden, Salmatious, Gratius, Hammond, Thorn- 
e dite. Yea, be ſays, that Mr. Hugh Broughton upon 
« Daniel, ſaith peremptorily, that there were no new 
«« Rites inſtituted by Chriſt.” — The Dr. adds, We 
_ «know likewiſe, that under the Law, divers Waſhings 


er Baptiſms, Hab. ix. 10, &c. were uſed; with theſe 


4c they purified the Priefts, Lepers, Women, and all 
e unclean Perſons; Whence it was tranſlated to the 
& Chriſtian Diſpenſation. p. 556.— 559. Dr. Edwords 
Body of Divinity, Vol. I. Again, another Author ob- 
ſeryes, that Baptiſm was really a divine Inſtitution, 
«© and by the expreſs Command of God, practi ſed as a 
_ « religious Rite in his Church, both Jong before, and at 

e the time of Job's and Chriſt's appeating, Nc. Bap- 
* tiſm was unqueſtionably a divine Inftitution, practiſed 


„ a religivus and ſacred Ceremony in the Church of 
5 „ God, Ages before there were c. divers Kinds ot 


. Baptifms, the Apoſtle expreſsly ſays, .Heb. ix. 10. in 


Eich the Worſhip of God ſtood, under the Jewiſh 


1 Diſpenſation.“ p. 2. and 3. ſaid to be Tagood on the 
Mode of Baptiſm, but his Name is not to the Work. — 
Jus Baptiſm was * a Rite received indeed before by 
aua Jau. p. 235. Limborch's Body of Divinity. — | 
Again, all ſound Proteſtants tacitly confeſs, that the Law | 
or Ordinance of Fobn's Baptiſm is contained in the Law 
and Prophets ; becauſe they maintain, that Chriſt fulfil- 
| * = e by mg * and the Mc 
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pw; « Fot Chriſt to fulfil the Lay, is the (4 . be, 
« falfil all Rigbtef uli. Mat- ii. 15. Mr. Be 
4 dication of the eternal Law, 0, p. 45. The 22 
bi tay, Chuſt was made under the Lew, Gal. iy. hos 

4 and did perfectly fulfil it.“ Aa. ul. LS." Ch, v Va. 47», 
Woh, Conf. Ch. 8. p. 64 of Chriſt the Mediator. 

i. But do not ſome Pedo - Baptiſts want iin, than Jer | 

tw Chriſt in his Commiſſion, Mat. xxviii. 39 20, gave ©. 
new Lay of Baptiſm, different from. the Law of Zoby's, 
e Which he was under bimſelf. 5 ö Ni 
Hſe. Limbereh ſays, ** this id a Point contioverted, 
« between the Rawany/ts and the Reformed ; aud be af-, 
« ma, that John's Baptiſm does not ſeem in all _ | 
<« 49 agree with the Baptiſm inſtituted by Chriſt.“ R. 

746. His Body of Divinity. — Again, that Ci gave, | 
_ a. may Law of Baptin, Mat, xxyiii, 19. 20, differen. 
dom the Law of Jaba's Baptidmwhigh he was under © | 
bigaſelf, ſeems to be the Opinion of Mr. Bexter,: For 
be ſays, © the Law juitified Chriſt, but not us, hut ve 
« gre. juſtified, by anpther Law, Covenant or Promiſe, 


«by Chriff's ſulfiling the. Law of langgency, and mak- 


„ing ouer to us the Benefit,” p. 4% But bat ia this 
tber Law by which we are juſtiß ed. He aus, Rap» - 

< tiſqn, iv the ahatyal Covenant, . It ig che foe 
. a Law and a 

„ Covenant. 5. 30. Moreover be calls Baptiſm, God's. | 
Law, and Covenant - Goſpal z yea, and vible; - 
4 ſtiagity. 5-37 · Again. he ſays, Baptiſm, gur: Chaiſe. 


A toning, beſt tells us the Fſſenes of juſtifying Faih, 
A ſor that is the ſealing to, us the juſtifying Covemst. 
& chat it may actually and ſolemnly; deliver. to us, r 


Port in Chriſt. and Right to Pardon and Life, Wien 
is given ta us, enn tower Terms, than the ſidugial“ 


4 Aſſent, Copſent and Dedicstion preſeſſed by ug) r 5 


« ſentially in Raptſm.“ p. gs. Ms. anten Rs 


cf the Doctrine of Juſtaſes tion This is; the Deſerip ?, 


„535 5 
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which. there has been 1 But the Biptily/ 
oppoſe: Mr. Baxter, and affirra that Jobis Baptifit is 
the fame with Mar. xvii. 19, 20. For my Author 
ſpeaking of John's Baptiſm, fays, < our Lord tranwit- 
ted it to Poſterity, as an eſſential Branch of his lat 
<:Commiſfiott.” p. 23. Oh. But perhaps all the Bap- 
diſts are not of this Author's Mind in this. Aa. Then 
let us prove them with a Queſtion, Is the Law of Jahwe 
Baptiſin contained in the Laws of Moſes, ot is it a new 
Law? Tf they confeſs the former, then we ate a oed. | 
and thalt accordingly fearch thofe Scriptures, in bot.” | 
etice to the Command of "Chriſt, (Jobn v. 39.) in Or- 
der to find who are the Subjects, 4nd what is the Mode 
of Baptifm. But if they Join with my Author, chen 1 
alk, -how they will prove that Jeſus Chriſt was without 
Sin) For they affirm, that if > Perſon do that in God's 
Worship, which is not commanded in the Law of Mo- 
fe ui a Breseh of the ſecond Commandment, Duff. 
gs. What is required in the ſeegnd Commndment, 
Ai. The ſecond Commandment requireth the receiv- 
«ing, obſerving,” and keeping pure and entire, all ſucm 
_ 6 religious Worſhip and Ordinances as God hath ap- 
C pointed'in his Word.“ Dent. xnxxii, 46. Mat. oeviit. 
20c Dent xii.' 32. What Thing foeurr I command you, - 
ue in d it, thou Malt not add thereto, nor diminiſh from 
it. Naptifls Catechiſm. Now if Jabs Baptifar be a 
new Law, or an Addition to the Law of Moſes, how 
could our Lord beperfe& in his Obedience ? How could 
he. keep the fecond Commandment, according to the 
 Baptifls on Principles? Thus it appears evident, that 


of Joins Baptiſm, is contained in the Laws of Meſes 
or deny Chriſt, and join with the inſidel Joe, who fold 5 
me nn that this Man is a Simmer: Jolin ix. 24. But 
we ae ſart, dt Jeſus" Chriſt did no S, and that 
he: was bedient te the Law of Autr im Baptiſm, be- 

eunſe he fulklled Righteouſbe®s in chat Duty. Afar. ih 
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Law or Ordinance of Baptiſm, is contained in the Law 
of Moſes. Therefore we ſhall ſearch: thoſe Scriptures 
(in Obedience to the Commandment of our Lord Jeſus: 
Chriſt, -Fobn v. 39) to find who, are the Subjects, and 
what is the Mode of Baptiſm, according to the Law or 
Covenant, which our Lord was under. Well then, to 
whom does the Ordinance of Baptiſm belong, and what 
is the Mode ? The Subjects of Baptiſm in the Covenant 
or Laws of Meſes, are both young. and old, Parents and 
= | Children, as it is written, tho/e Things which, are reveal- 
 :. belong unte, us and our Children for ever, that we may. ; 
ee all: the Wards of this Law. Deut. xxix. 29. The 
Covenant at Horeb, was indeed a national Covenant, 
and took. in all, Children and grown Perſons.“ p. 3. 
Dr. Gilles Reply to Mr. Clara — But is chere any Law, or 
Commandment in this Covenant to ſprinkle Infants ? 
Yes there is, for it is as plainly revealed, as any Thing in 
all the Ward of God; Men, Women, and Children, 
were all to be ſprinkled with the Water of purificati- 
on, when any: Perſon had died in the Houſe or Tent. 
Numb. xix. 14. This is thi Law when a Man dieth in a 
"Tent, all that come into the-Tent, and all that is in the 
Dent, hall be unclean ſeven Days. Ver. 18. Aud u dun 
Perſen ſhall. tale Hyſſap, and dip it in the Mater an 
ſprinkle it upon the Tent, and upon all the Veſſels, and up- 
en the Perſons that were there. Here now is plain and 
poſitive Inſtiiution for Infant - Sprinkling. Again, uben 
God made a Covenant with his People, all, both old 
and young, were ſprinkled with Blood and Water. 
Hb, in, 19, 20. Exed. xxiv. 7, 8. The Blood was a 
[Type of the Blood of Chriſt, and the Churches Juſti · 
_ » {fication by it. Hb. ix. 13, 14. And the Water isa 
Type of the Spirit of Chriſt, by which the Choretvis | 
ſianctiſied, as it is written, I baptize yourwith Mater, but 
L Hall baptize. you with the | Holy Ghoſt. Mas. ii; 12. : 
Pal. Ii. 7. Does not the Baptiſm of Chriſt with we 
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Holy Ghoſt, the Subſtance, belong to Infants ? Yes it 
does, for of ſuch is the Kingdom of Gad. Mark x. 14. 
And it Infants have an Intereſt in the Subſtance, the 
Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt; why ſhould they be depriv- 
ed ofthe Sign, any more now, than among the Jeu. 
«= Bat again, we read of thirty two thouſand Women- 
Children, taken. from among the Gentiles, and 
broiight into the Church of Chriſt, among the Fetor. 
'y Numb, xxxiz . But how were theſe Children brought 
inge e Church, and made joint Partakets with che 
Seed' of Alrabam of all their Church · Priviledges ? Not 
by Citcumciſion, that was impoſfible ; neither was Cir- | 
cumęiſion at all practiſed in the Wilderneſs, Job. v. 5. 
but it was by Water-Baptiſm, or Sprinkling, that wt 
Children, were received into the viſible Church. But 
dall ib Waman-Children that have not known a Man by 
Hing with him, keep aliue for yourſelves... Ver. 19. Aud 
ds. ye abide without the Camp ſeven Days: / whoſoever: bath 
killed any Perſon; and whoſoever hath touched any Slain, 
purify both yourſelves. and your Captives on the third Day, 
and on the ſeventh Dey. Numb. >xxi. 18, 16. But how 
Was this Purification to be performed? Why according 
to the divine Inſtitution evidently referred to. Ver. 21. 
Aud Elaaner the FPrigi faid unte the Men of War which 
went to the Battle. This 1 the Ordinance of the Lato which 
the Lord commanded'\Moſes ; which Ordinance we have, 
= xix. 14 — 20. Moreover, the Point is further 
explained and opened. Ver. 23. Every Thing that may 
abide the Fire, ye bull make it. go through the Fire, and-it 
Mul be cleans; nevertheleſs it ſtall be. purified with the 
ation, and all that abideth not the Fire, ye 


ſhall mate 20 through the Water. But the Children could 


not abide the Fire, therefore muſt they go through that 
Ordinance of the Law, through the Water of Separati- 
21 * oils upon them? Thus we ſee that Strangers 
daa Foreigners, were made / Fellow-Citizens with the 
| e 8 Eph. ii, 19. were 
oP -- admitted 
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_ Cwiſt, by ſprinkling the Water: of Separation upon 
em; and all, or as many of them aa: believed in 2. | 
od Promiſes afterwards, obtained eternal Life. Gal, 
tits 22. Thus we ſee God viſited the Heathen in tho 

Wilderneſt, and took out from. among them e peil for 
his Nami as de did more abundantly after. the Oumitig 
oi Curiſt, Mts xv. 7, B, 9 14. according to bis Pro- 
miſes, Gar, It. 27. Ch. ii. 19. Ja. Iii. 15. 90 ſhall 
be ſprinkle wany Nations. Rem. v. at. Now foraC- 
much 25 God himfelf has given us a Law and Ordi- 
Nance, moreover bas ſet us an Example; to bebeive | 
Children into the viſible Chureb by fptinkling Water 

upen them, ſurely we have both Precept and Prefident 
for our Practice and they are falſe Witnefſes and Ene- 

wies to God's Law, that affirm the contrary. Again, 
the Male Levites from a Month old and upward, were 
by the expreſs Command of God ſprinkled. with- Wa. 
ter. Tale the Louie, from among \the Childter of  Ifrael 
end chanſe them. - And thus' ſalt: then ds anto-them ta 
alranſe them: ſprinkle water of par iin upon them. 

Numb. viii, 6, 7. Obſerve, the Command was not to 
ſprinkle” the Lovites numbered. from among the. Lewes | 

| ſeparately, Ch, jv, but the Command was to ſprinkle the 
Luis numbered from among the Children of Jas. 

Infants of a Month old, and grawn_ Perſans ineluded, 
even. all the Males which. the Lord took, ankead of the 

Fiouſteborn among the Children of Hue, Numb. ii.) IS» 

4 Cb. Ai. 5, 6, 7, 16, 17, 18. Thus it apes ee: 

dent; that Infants are the SubjeRe of Baptiſſw, as Well 

aq grown Perſans. Cui. But are thuſe bpeinklings Bap» | 
mum i A Les they are, as it is Wiittan, the Workhip 

af the Jews. fend in Mats ond Drinks eng diner Ma. 

inge, {or Bojuijen) and carnal Qrdinences. Hebs. in. 10. 

+ Alb be eme stand the Origins), know, that ho 
M Werds da, ad: mult mean, wers Sorta. of, Baps 
F Mes. | 

; | Nun . 


- 
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8 
ober, „ eig lea med Baptiſt, confeſſes, that weld 
ire Bapriſms 4 his Werds are, ſpeaking of 
Bogen es the Deſigti of it is not to take off the ſordid = 
Nen as Cirvumeiſion did, or in a ceremonious Wa 
«gutWatdly, to ſanctify to the purifying of the Fleſh, 
«he Fer Baptiſm did.“ See Heb. ix. 10. 13. Dr. 
o Comment on 1 Pet: iii. 21. N. T. Thus we ſte 
the Dr. pretty enn the Sprinklings under the Laws, | 
.« Morevver,” Sprinkling and Baptiſm ſigni- 
| obo end be ame Thitg in the Word of God, to 
3 tlie ſubelifying Operations" of the Holy Ghoſt, 
de Tast. $xkvi; 25, compared with A#5 xv. 8, 9. 
„Ch. xi 18. 16. Now as oft and the fame Thing is 
Held forth to us by Spritikling, as Baptiſm in the Word 
« of God, 1 therefore cohclude, the Terms are of like 
import or Sigiiification.” p. 22. £/tringham, the Bap 
d(iſt againſt the Baptiſt, Again, Mr. -Brine confeſſes, 
that the Tetm Baptiſm fignifies Sprinkling, he ſays, 
I the. Word does not always Agaify to dip, but ſome- 
times to ſprinkle or pour.“ p. 69. his Vind, Oh. 
Is there not an eſſential Diffetence between theſe 8prink- 
lings and Chriſtian Baptiſm, ſceing that Baptiſm is ad- 
miniſte red in the Name of the Father, and of tht Son, and 
Hely Ghoft, Mat. xxvlii. 10. Anſ. No; there is no Dif- 
| fergie, becauſe by Names ſigniſies by a the Authority 
pf theſe three divine Perſons.” Dr/ Gus Comment 
61 tle N. T. Now obferve, it was by the Authority | 
of in the Name of one God, or thtee Perſons; that Mo- 
e ſprinkled Infants, and It is in- che fame Name, or by 
rhe ſame Autherity, that we follow 245ſtr and Jeſus Chriſt, 
46 Tpfikiling or baptizing boch Infants and grown Perſons. 
But by what Name, or Authority, do the Baptiſts exclude 
T6fanth from Baptiſin, and receive grown Perſons? By 
unt Name, oy Authority, do they teäth, that Jeſus Chriſt 
98 v nden d New Law, not 2 in the Law of 
| Met Tiey ennfels hit the Law of % 160k in all, 
N Err DENTON Vile Law th 
yartny I 3% 14 #1, * 4 ir en xn m "Phe. 
8 78 9 | * | 8 | 
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ta] 
* takes in grown Perſons e Infants ; can 
God be the Author of à Contradiction? We kaes that 
God has ſaid, that revealed Things belung to us and to our 
oo Deut. xxix. 29. And we have proved that 
inklivg or Baptiſm in particular, belongs to. Infants. 
| Well then, when did God contradict his own Law? 
Muhen did he give a Law concerning Baptiſm to exclude 
Insfants. Precept, Precept, Precept, we call ſor, wy # 
Author ſays,” the Precept is plain and peremptory. | 
p 16. but where, one of the Places he brings, is, . 
xi. 34. and ſays, Paul's Jailor with all his Houſe, firſt 
Frejoſced in God and believed. p- 16. Obſerve (.) this 
is falſe, fot the Jailor and his Houſe were firſt baptized. 
Ver. 33. (2, He brought them into his Houſe. ('3.) 
Set Meat before them. (4.) And rejoiced believing in 
God with all his Houſe. Ver. 34. This is plain to a 
Child that can read. But (2.) there is not one Syllable 
cf Precept here; no nor in all: the other Scriptures this 
Author calls plain Precept, vie.” Luke iii; 8. John iv. 1. 
A, li. 41. Afs viii. 37. But the Truth is, Paul's | 
Practice in baptizing the Jailor and his Houſhold, was 
correſpondent to, and agreed wich the divine Precept in 
the Law of Moſes; he knew that revealed Things did be- 
losg to Children as well as Parents. Paul was no Bap · 
tiſt, Paul did not teach a ne Law, or that Jeſus Chriſt 
was under a Law, (ſpecifically different from, or oppo- 
ſite to the Law of Muſes; for he ſaid none other Things, 
than thoſe which: the Prophets and Moſes did ſay ſhould 
come. Ads xvi. 224 Oli.“ Infants cannot fulfil Righte- 
s ouſneſs at or after the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, pro- 
05 « per dubjects do both, therefore Infants have no Title to N 
56 that Ordinance.” p. 23. alſo Brize's.Vind: p. G What 
Is Righteouſneſs? — Obedience to God's Law. Deut. vi. 
25. Well then, God i in his Law.commands Infants to be 
ſpripkled. Nymb. xix. Ch; Hab. ix. 19. Infants were and. 
pre ſprinkled in Obedience to God's Law; therefore u. 
|. TY 8 fans both San, and do fulfil Righteouſneſs. All God” s 
| To Free are Narbnanſ. Pſal. cxix. 172. Infant ö 
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 Sprinkling is one of God's Commandments, therefore it 
is Righteouſneſs ; but they who baptize with this Opi- 
nion, that Fohn's Baptiſm is a new Law, cannot fulſil 
Righteouſneſs in Baptiſm, but Wick-dneſs, becauſe it is 
written, |! thou Halt not add. Dent. iv. 2. Moreover, 
God has told us, that revealed Things belong both to ur and 
_ tur Children, Deut. xxix, 29. And we have proved, 
that Baptiſm in particular, belongs. to Children as well 
is us. But how then can theſe Men fulfil Righteouſ- 
neſs, that contradict God, in ſaying, this ewes 
| Ordinance belongs to us, but not to our Children. 
O5. But if revealed Things belong to Children, why 
do you not admit them to the Lord's Table. Au,. (1.) 
We have proved that God has commanded Infants to be 
ſprinkled; but God has not commanded us to admit In- 
fants to the Lord's Supper. (2.) Perſons admitted to 
- the Lord's Table, are firſt to evamine themſelves, 1 Cor. 
xi, 28. but not ſo as to Baptiſm, for it was the Will 
and Counſel of God, that the wicked Phariſees aud 
Lawyers, ſhould be baptized of John. Luke vii. 10. 
But we never read, that it was the will of God, that 
ſuch ſhould be admitted to the Lord's Table. (3.) Fobn 
baptiaed with Water, but he did not admit thoſe he 
baptized to the Lord's Supper. Therefore Infants may 
be baptized, but not admitted to the Lord's 


able. 
| There is an Order to be obſetved, in the Admitiz tion 
| of God's Ordinances. Now God's revealed Order is 
this, (I.) Baptiſm with Water in Obedience to the 
Command of God impoſing-it. Heb. ix. 10. "Luke vii. 
10. Mat. Ii. 11, (a.) To hear and believe the Goſ 
pel. Aas Aix. 4. (3. To confeſs Faith in Chriſt. Mar. 
"kevic 16. (.) Admin to e Lord's Table. Mat, xxvi. 
25, 2, 28. (5.) Baptifin with the Holy Ghoſt Aacii. 
I Phe Caſes of the Gentiles at the firſt planting of the 
| Goſpelamong them, As Ch. x, Cc. are extraordinary; 
bor ib John had tarried till Ferſons bad firſt been baptis 
22 9 —— not Wing : 
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| | | Cony 
. Chriſt buptized with the Holy: Ghoſt Nabe vii. 39. 
Gyoſt' Order. Rur they who teach that Petſons- muſt 
hiſt be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt, and then with 
Water, do pervert the Holy Ghoſt's Order, turn Things 
upſide down, 1/e. xxix. 16. and mak# Chriſt John's 
Fore · runner, contrary to the Word. Mar. ditt 14. Thus 
wie have by the Word of God, made it manifeſt, that 
ſo ſure as Jeſus Chriſt was without Sing (6 ſure it is, that 
Infants are the Subjects of Baptiſm, 'becauſe'it is impoſ- 
| fible for the Son of God to fulfil Righteouſneſs, in be- 
ing baptized of Joln, or to de without Bin in it, If | 
Piel Baptiſm be not contained in the Law vf Moſes, 
becauſe it is written, thou alt not add, Deut iv. a. and 
if the Law of Ordinance of Fob»'s Baptiſm be contain - 
ed in the Law, then Children are the Subjeſts, becauſe 
Things tevealed in the Law belong to Children. Deur. 
vlc. 29. Therefore whoevet they be;' that deny iu. 
| farits to be the Subjects of Joh Baptiſm, do of Con- 
| ſequence deny Chriſt, or his perfect Obedience to the 
Law of AHoſis, becauſe the perfect Obediefice of Chriſt 
end Infant - Baptiſm, ate infepatably cotteRted by Righ- 
wouſneſs. I hey muſt ſtand or fall together, there is a6 
Argut>-nt enn be | brought agaimt Infatm- Haptiſmm 
but t will be found equally ro oppoſe che Righrevuf- 
neſt of Cheiſt. Thus we ſee Infant - Baptiſm Nahds up- 
. a ſute Foundation. But wut is the laveful Mode f 
© Baptfni? Is it Sprinkling, of menen F We hae 
Wl | already proved, both by divine and human Teſtimony, = 
1 that the Law or Ordinunce of Baptiſm, is 'cantained in 
the Laws of Meſi;, and that Sprinkliug is Bagtiſm. And — 
1 Kid in the Law, a Command for one Man io hape 
anotber by Sprinkling; but none for ono Man immeff ing 
WW . another. Therefore 1 believe that Sprinklings-and'not © | 
Doping, iv the lawful Mode, fot how could abe nd 


ns - 
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N (4) N 
wa ig Obedtence to the Law of Maſe? For they 
were under uo other Law 3 but we are ſure they fulfil» 

led Rightebuſneſi in Baptifon, Mat. iii. 15. and we are 

ſure,/that-Sprinkling is Righteouſneſs, becauſe God bas 
commanded: it, and all his Commandments are Rig 

nt. Pſal. cxix. 172. Aoſes fulfilled Righteouſneſs ac- 

_ tively, in Spriakling all the People; and all the People 

fulfilled Righteouſoe(s paſſively, in being ſprinkled by 

him, becauſe. they both did what God had commanded | 
them. Hieb. ix. 19, 20. Based. xuiv. 8. God command - 
ed the thirty two Thouſand Heathens, Women · Chil- 
dren, to be received into the viſible Church, by Sprink- 
| ling Water upon them. Theſe Children were ſprink- 
led in Obedience to the Command of God, therefore 
both Sprinkler, and Sprinkled, fulfilled Righteouſneſs, 
Numb. xxXi. 18 — 23, 35+, Eut where is the Precept 
for one Man dipping another? Let that be produced, 
and we ſhall ſay nothing againſt that Mode of Baptiſm ; 
but if there be no Precept for, that Mode of Baptifon 
how can it be Righteouſneſs. 
Oh. But hy did Chriſt go into the Water, if i it was 
not to be baptised by Immerſion. Mat, iii, 16. Auf. 

(.) Probably to fulfil that Scripture, J 4b. iii, 8, 13, 15. 
read the Words, 2.) But be that as it will, we know 
and are ſure, that Jeſus Chrift was under no Law, but 

. the Law of Maſes, Gal. iv. 4. and that he fulfilled Righ- 
| tequſneſs s by | his Obedience to that Law in Baptiſm. Mat, 
iü. 15. Dexg. vi. 25. Therefore if the Precept for one 

| Man dipping another, can be found in the Lay of; Me- 


t if there be no Precept in the, Law of Moſes 4 
immerſing another, we are. ture that Chriſt was not 
baptized by Immerſion, becauſe he did no Sin, but that 
7555 would hae been Sin, to do that which is not command- 
ed in the Law, becauſe it is written, thoy Halt nat add, 

A Dx, iv. 2. 8.) The Baptiſts have tacitly conſeſſad, 
© what, Raptin by: ö 
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Mr. 2 ws phat u fulfil Uaazghbtscug- 
neſs or Sin, in dipping Perſons when we baptize them, 
V becauſe we have no Command for ſo doing, Cr. 
No let him either produce a Command for Sprink- 


« ling female Infants, or acknowledge that he is guilty 
12. Brine againſt Eitringbam. (.) This Author ta- 


and of Conſequence that it is Sin or [Unrighteouſneſs. 
| (2) Suppoſing we were guilty of the ſame Sin in bap- | 
tizing Infants, does this Author think; that our Sin will 
prove him guiltleſs at the Day of Judgment. (3.) But 
we have both Precept and Example in God's Word for 
| baptizing female Infants, therefore our Practice is Righ- 
reouſnefs. But as this Author bas not, and cannot pro- 
dude any Precept from God's Word for his Practice, 
therefore he does well to confeſs, that it is Sin, or Un- 
righteouſneſs. And the high Aggravation of this Sin 
hies in their affirming, that Chriſt has ſet them an Ex- 
ample. But what did Jeſus Chriſt come into the World, 
to ſet Men an Example to break the Law of Moſes, by 
doing that which is not commanded in the Law, con- 
trary to Deut. iv. 2. ? Horrid Opinion. Thoſe | Scrip- 
tures, Nom. vi. 3. 4. Col. ii. 125 peak not of Fobw's 
Baptiſm with Water, but of the Baptifm of Chriſt with 
ide Holy Ghoſt ; for Perſons are not baptized into 
Chriſt, but into Fabn by Water, Au xix; 3. but the 
PerſGns baptized according to theſe Scriptures, ate not 
Eid to be baptized into John, but inte Jeſus: Chriſt; 
Therefore the Baptiſm there ſpoken of, is not Water- 
Bapfiſm, but the Baptiſm of the Hay Ghoſt, for 5 

1 nt Spirit are we all baptized into ont" Body. 1 Cori xii. 
73. Thus we have eſtabliſhed Infant Sprinkling upon 


1 1 oppoſe the Argument, but he muſt of Conſequence de- 
, and oppoſe the Rightecuſneſs, of the Man Jeſus 
1 ch det 0 t ee = for 
| 00-5. 5 8 


_\ 


of that dreadful Sin, which he charges us with.“ p- 


a ſure Foundation, and therein no Mam can deny or 


: 
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- 
_ 
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_ eitly: confeſſes, that he has no Precept for Immerſion, 4 © 
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Truth is Ie Chain compoſed of el ir une 
| Linik is broken or taken away, the whole Chain is broken. 
No every particular Act of the Man Jeſus Chriſt, is a 
Link that conſtitutes the golden Chain of his perfeQRigh- 
| teouſneſs, or his perfect Obedience to the Law of Mo- 
| ſer and the Prophets ; and one of the Links in this Chain, 


is his Obedience to the Law, or Ordinance of Tobis 


| Baptiſm, and'if Jeſus Chriſt was obedient to the Law of 
Moſes in being baptized of John, then the Law or Or- 


dinance of Fobn's Baptiſm, is contained in the Law of 


Moſes, and of Conſequence, Children are the Subjectu, 
becauſe Things revealed in the Law belong to Chil- 


_ dren. Deut. xxix. 29. But if the Baptiſts continue to 
deny that John's | Baptiſm is contained in the Law of 
1 ofes, then of Conſequence, they deny the perfect Righ- 
 teouſneſs of Chriſt? for it is abſolutely impoſlible, for the 
Man Jeſus Chriſt to be perfect in bis Obedience, or 
| Righteouſneſs, if the Law or Ordinance of Johns Bap- 
tiſm be not contained in the Law of Moſes, becauſe it is 
written, thou Halt not add. Deut. iv. 2. Thus it appears, 
manifeſt, that Infant -Baptiſm, and the Righteouſneſs of 
_ Chriſt, are ſo linked together in one Chain, that they 
cannot be ſeparated. Therefore' whoever they be, that 


den Infant-Baptiſm, they do alſo of Conſequence deny 


Chriſt, and his perfect Ri 
allow, that the Law or 
is either contained in the Law of Moſes, or an Addition 
to the Law; if it be contained in che Law, then una - 
1 Children are the Subjects; for all Things re- 
vealed in the Law belong to Children. Deut. XXIX. 29. 
But if it be an Addition to the Law, how could Chriſt 
| be perfect in his Obedience to the Law, or fulfil Righ-, 
'-  teouſnels in being baptized, ſeeing it is written, thou halt 
not add. Deut. iv. 2. Thus it appears manifeſt, that the 
1 of Chriſt, and Infants Right to Baptiſm, 
and or fall together ; therefore. the Baptiſts do greatly 
- err, not Berk in denying Infant-Baptiſco, but in the 


teouſneſs. For all Men muſt 


rdinance of Jeb Baptim, 
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bout Baptiſm ſpring 


4 30 * 
| Grounds ypon which they do it, which be three-fold. 
n That Cbriſt came into the World torgive:a new: = 
La, fpecifically: different from, nay, ditectiy oppolte = 

to the Law of Ianocency, or the Law of Maſe: ; for the = 
Lan of Maſer takes in all, both. Infants and grown Per- 
ſons, but this new Law they ſay, excludes Infants; (2. 
They imagine, that Jeſys Criſt fulfilled Righteouſneſs | 
mm being baptized, not by his Obedience to the Law of 
Aten, but by bis Obedience to this imaginary new. 
Law. (3) Tbey fay tha: Joh. Chriſt has by Precept, 
and Example, commanded them to obey this new Law. 
This is the complicated Error of the Baptiſts, the tre- 
dle - headed Mauſter, from whence all their other Errors 


Jeſus Chriſt was 2 Jew, and that he was under the. 
Law of Moſes as a Covenant of Works, Gal. iv, 4. — 
And was it not a great Sin for a Jeu to do that in e 
Wotſhip of God, which ie not commanded in the Law 
of Maeſes;, if not, what is the Meaning of that Precept, 
thou Jhalt not "add Deut. iv, 2. Ch. xii. 32. Or why, | 
did od lay Nadab and Abibu? Lev. x. 1. Or why did 
Jeſus ( Chriſt condemn the Worſhip of the Phariſees 7 
Mark vii. f, &c. And if this be a Sin, is it not worle 0 
to teach others alſo to tranſgreſs ; but worſt of all, to fax 
that Jefus, Chrift has ſet us an Example fo to MS O 
this is a horrid Sin, tb work Wickednels is bad, but to 
father our Wickednefs vpon the Lamb of God, is moſt 


bond Blaſphemy. This Sia of the Baptift-Teachers, 


has no Parallel as T can find in Scripture, but the falſe . 


! 0 ; | : Proplicts who prophefied Lies, and fathered their Lies £ 


upon God, Exel. CH. xiii. I pray God give them Re- 
W 0 and to this End I beſeech them to conlider, 
What themſelves have ſaid, My Author having renounc- 
r Ant Baptifm, and embraced this new Faich, fays, 


"0 8 . 0. one Morning my Mind was ſo ſtrangely affected, 0 BY 


 walt the Powers thereof were ſhaken e 


. * Fwas reading ng ns Worth, ban grained at Be 


ft ut. FR» RING % Love 
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Hut do not theſe Men know that 


Taue of the Truth, that they might be ſaved. Cod fool 
, 2 Theſſ, i, 40, 16, 12. The Manner in 

which this Scripturs operated, Was in producing a 
Suſpence about my happy State. For I was tempted 
<« to believe, that L had not received the Love of God 
„in Truth, which had occaſioned him to ſend this 
4 ſhrong Deluſſon, in cauſing me to believe ſuch a Lie 
<« reſpeRting Baptiſm.” p. 83. Now whether this was 


the: ſtrivings of Gad's Spirit with this Author ot not,. 


may eaſily, be concluded by what is here written; I pray. 
God belp him and the Baptiſts who are of his Qpinian, 
to lay it to Heart. Again, another Author ſays, the © Sq. 
es uin, Armin ont, and. Baxterias, all agree in an Oy- 
able and eternal Rule of Rigbteouſneſs to Men, they 
« egntend, Ec, that Chriſt bath. introduced a new Law, 
c. If it is another ſpecifically different from it (i. % 
the Law of Innocency) then indeed it is an imperſea 
Law, and exact and univerfal Purity is not required by 
* it, which wo ſuppaſe, makes our Saviour the Miuiſtes 
< of Sin, and to allow of | Iniquity by a Law.” Pam 3. 
Ch. 1- p. 154. Brine againſt Mam, And the Beptiſio 
_ contend, that Chriſt hath introduced a. new Law ſpecifi- 
_ cally different fram the Law of Aaſas or | and 
_ pray, where ig the Difference? Aud shine, thou, this & - 
Mans, het judgeht them which da. fcb Things, and d the © 


i. 3. Again, another Author ſpeaking of Goſpel · Mi- 

.  billars, ſays, “ as for thoſe who come forth, having nei- 
ther hygMbor divine Authority, come nat in God's 
according to the Order of the Goſpel, but 


* are ſelf 
| © 13, Cc. who are not to be bidden God-ſpeed, 2 John 


y are the wandering Stars, Jude Ver. gt 


Ver. 10, 11. neither are they to be attended on, Luke _ 


SY 8 5 g I : 2 | 


 * bids 


i WM "Bs FRO Berlin oft 2 
pP. 38. Mir. Crane} his Scripture Mundaf. Mere id à s- 
_ © vyChihrge againſt (soνενοοv) but are hot, er 
' dering Stars, who affifmn, chat Chriſt fulfilled Righteonſ.* T 5 
. meſs! in Beptifm. by bis Obedience te 3 e r 5 
ſo, men according to the Determination bf Mr. Cr, 
ve muſt not bear ſuch, nor bid them God-ſpeed; eſte _ 
- partake of their evil Deeds. This Author and the Bap- 
_ tiſts wilt do well to eonſider this Point, and begin a Ne 5 
formation at home; before they attempt a Reformation 
among their Nei ohe. Don therefore which teachift . 
 another,"tracheft thou not thyſelf ? Roh. f. 21. 1 deſu 
| rherefore, the Baptiſts to conſider their on Words, and 
for a doſe of this, I ſhall in the Words of one of their d 
Writers, lay before them their preſent Duty, 
- this Diffetence, put che plural inſtead of the ſingular .- 
Number. Now their Sin of Ignorance comes to their 
| « Knowledge i they! tnult repent. See Levit, Ch. vi. at 
_ 6 large. Levit. v. 15. to the End. Numb. xv. 24—3t. 
No let them conſider that they have fined againſt 
God, and injured our Saviour, and wronged, the In 
4 gocent, 0d abuſed"the Credulous, and ſtumbled the | 
„ Weak, and gratified the Devil, and endangered their 
. bon Souls. And I do ſolemnly call upon them to re- 
penn, und retract their Error, a» they will anſwer the 
5 J contairy's at the great Tribunal,” when they, and we, 
fand all the World, ſhall: 27 upon equal Ground, 
8 before an upright Judge, & © And if they do rope, 
VI dbubt not but they will end Mercy, 1 Tim. i. 13. 


1 


8 Ei „ 16. and their Retractions will not be their ht 
but Glory.“ p. N 
e in. 
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